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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
For over one hundred years, fraternities have been the 
social mainstay on American campuses. In many instances, 
fraternities have been the only social outlet available. 
Early in their formation, they also were responsible for part 
of the educational training which students received. It was 
the fraternity system, according to Baird's Manual of American 
College Fraternities, that encouraged students, in the early 
institutions, to have debates and to express new ideas. 
In recent years, the fraternity system has come under 
severe attack both from the outside and inside of the fraternity 
organizations. It would seem, as Alfred McClung Lee suggests, 
that the fraternity system has lost a sense of direction. 
It is because of this fallibility that they are rapidly 
falling under the recent attacks.I 
Upon hearing the criticism of the fraternity system the 
new student must wonder what a fraternity or sorority will 
mean for them. Donald Kluge, Dean of Men at Eastern, states 
in the rush brochure what a fraternity might mean for the 
individual student: 
lAlfred McClung Lee, Fraternities Without Brotherho~ 
(Boston: The Beacon Press, 1955}, p. ix. 
For some a fraternity will be a place for 
diversified activities; for others, it will be 
a "home". Still others will accept it for the 
opportunities it provides in student government 
and leadership. It is often said that you get out 
of something just what you put into it. A 
fraternity is no different.2 
2 
It would appear, if a college is to achieve its objectives, 
the college as well as the students need to be aware of what 
the atmosphere of its fraternity affilliates is or will be in 
the future. In this study, fraternity members were surveyed 
as to what they, as fraternity members, think the future of 
fraternal organizations on this campus will be. Only fratern-
ity members were surveyed because they are the ones who have 
come under the recent criticism and they are the ones who will 
be affected by any changes in their position. 
Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to survey a sample of 
Eastern's fraternity population to ascertain what their 
opinions were concerning the future of the fraternal organi-
zations on this campus. An analysis was also made by computa-
tion to (1) establish means for male and female population 
surveyed, (2) establish the number of yes, no, and undecided 
for each age group, for each year of fraternity membership, 
and for each year in school. For example, did the eighteen-
year old sophomores who had been fraternity members for one 
year answer the questions much the same as others in their 
equivalent groups? Also, was there a difference in their 
answers as compared to members of different groups? 
2nonald Kluge, Greek News (Eastern Interfraternity.Council 
Publication, 1955), p. 1. 
3 
Need for the 3tudy 
One need for the study, as previously indicated, was 
that any college should be aware of the fraternity atmosphere 
connected with that institution. Another need for this study 
was to ascertain whether the fraternity members themselves 
felt that the criticism that had been leveled at them was 
justified. This study has been undertaken to provide an 
insight as to what the fraternity members think their future 
will be. 
Definition of Terms 
In this paper, fraternities and sororities mean the 
same as far as definition is concerned. Historically, 
sororities were at first called women's fraternities. Any-
where in this study where fraternities are mentioned, this 
also includes the women's groups. 
Active - Any member of a ~reek organization that has gone 
through a rttual so as to learn the group's secrets. 
!!.!:!!! - A past active fraternity member. 
Chapter - The combined membership of a Greek organization on 
a single campus. 
Fraternity - A student organization formed chiefly to promote 
friendship and welfare among its members, both 
male and female. It will usually have secret 
rites and a name consisting of Greek letters. 
National Interfraternity conference - The national association 
for all national men's fraternities. 
4 
Panhellenic Council - The national association for all women's 
fraternities. 
Rushee - A prospective fraternity member. 
CHAPTER II 
DESCRIPTION OF PROCEDURE AND POPULATION USED 
The method used for obtaining the opinions for this 
paper was by a questionnaire. The main items were developed 
from comments which were critical of the fraternity system 
that have appeared in national magazine articles and books 
in recent years, such as School and Societl, Nation,, Newsweek, 
and Lee's book, Fraternities Without Brotherhood. The 
questions dealt with such material as discrimination, school 
control, fraternity-independent, fraternity housing, and what 
these areas will be in the future as far as Eastern•s campus 
is concerned. 
The method employed to approach the population for this 
study was the direct approach.· The purpose of the study was 
ex:plained to each fraternity member, and also that it was to 
be personal opinion and not group opinion. Most of the 
necessary population were contacted by going to the fraternity 
house on campus. Through the assistance of various fraternity 
members, those who did not live in the fraternity houses were 
contacted and the questionnaires answered. In the case where 
fraternity houses were closed for the summer, it became 
necessary to find out where the various members lived and 
proceed to their living quarters. 
The return on the questionnaires was 100%. This is due 
to the personal contact that was involved in obtaining the 
necessary number of fraternity members to comply with this 
writer's request. 
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The percentage of population sampled was one-third of all 
fraternity members on campus, Spring Quarter, 1966. The 
total number of actives, for each group, was obtained from 
the offices of the Dean of Men and the Dean of Women. These 
numbers, as well as the number surveyed, appear on the 
following chart: 
Greek Organization 
Pi Kappa Alpha 
Sigma Tau Gamma 
Alpha Kappa Lambda 
Delta Sigma Phi 
Phi Sigma Epsilon 
Sigma Pi 
Tau Kappa Epsilon 
Alpha Gamma Delta 
Delta Zeta 
Kappa Delta 
Sigma Kappa 
Sigma Sigma Sigma 
Total 
Number of Number 
Actives Surveyed 
52 17 
4-6 15 
49 16 
JS 12 
69 23 
69 2.3 
30 10 
57 19 
48 16 
26 8 
57 19 
35 11 
576 189 
Upon completion of all questionnaires, the answers 
were transferred to I.B.M. score sheets. These score sheets 
were then run through the I.B.M. Optical Scanner and cards 
7 
were punched, recording the answers and other data. 
There were thirty-eight questions in this questionnaire 
that could be answered yes, no, or undecided. This type of 
answer system was chosen because of the ease of using the 
Data Processing System, and because a rating scale would have 
been difficult due to the type of questions. Also obtained 
in this survey were the age of each person surveyed, their 
year in school, their length of membership in whatever Greek 
organization they belonged to and their sex. The statistical 
technique utilized for this study was the computation of 
frequency of responses for male and females, for each year 
in school, for each year of fraternity membership, and for 
each age group surveyed. 
It is anxiously anticipated that this study will 
give some indication as to changes that may or may not be 
needed in future years, as far as fraternal organizations are 
concerned on Eastern's campus. 
CHAPTER III 
BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY 
Beginning in the early 1950's and extending into the 
1960•s. the American public has had a single facet of college 
life repeatedly brought to its attention. The one aspect 
that is continually being publicized is that of the college 
Greek system, or college fraternities and sororities. Because 
of the vast amount of written material that is available 
for the interested reader, this writer will attempt to 
synthesize the arguments that are raging, both for and against, 
the college fraternity system. 
In view of the recent passage of the Civil Rights Bill 
by our national government, it would seem natural to start at 
this point. That point being the matter of discrimination. 
This is not discrimination because of race, but also of 
religion and national origin. This is what the writers of 
public material are accusing the college fraternity system of 
propagating. In his book Alfred Mcclung Lee, describes this 
discrimination in another way: 
This defect may be summed up as "Aryanism"--the 
acceptance and rejection of persons for membership on 
grounds of race, religion, and national origin. To 
the extent that Aryanism persists in them, social 
fraternities represent a basic threat to democracy 
in the United States and to the effectiveness of 
American leadership in world affairs. If men's and 
women's social fraternities Will rid themselves of 
this disastrous theory and practice, they can con-
tribute greatly to the development of democratic 
leadership.l 
9 
This matter of discrimination is the most serious reason 
being voiced for reforming or eliminating social fraternal 
organizations. All across the country action is being taken, 
by universities and colleges, to either abolish college 
fraternities completely or have the local chapters sever 
ties With the national organization unless proof is shown 
that there are no discriminatory clauses or understandings 
in the fraternities• constitutions. 
As early as 1954 the State University of New York, which 
h~s twenty-seven campuses, required all the national-affiliated 
fraternities and sororities to go on a "local" basis. The 
State University of New York considers all facilities under 
its supervision to be part of its educational operations. 
It had permitted and regulated fraternities on its campuses 
for the social experience they provided. After examining 
carefully the recruitment practices of these groups, the 
university officials concluded that the university had 
actually permitted the development of a double standard of 
admission to its facilities--a fair one for its classrooms, 
and an unfair one for many of its social fraternities. ']he 
officials contended that self-segregation in those groups 
undermined the healthful social experience of students.2 
In November 1954, the United States Supreme Court (the 
1Lee, op. cit., Fraternities Without Brotherhood, p. ix. 
2I bid • , p • 7 • 
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National Interfraternity Conference had sued the State 
University of New York) sustained a decision that public 
institutions had the right to define the policies that govern 
fraternal groups on their campuses.3 
According to William s. Carlson, then president of the 
State University of New York, the reason his action aroused 
the hatred and fear of the national fraternities was because: 
Many of the fraternities do not fear the college 
that tells them to break up discriminatory practices 
because they're confident that they are bigger than 
the law. National headquarters of these fraternities 
tells them in effect: We'll show an acceptable 
constitution--but you go ahead and blackball any 
Negro, or Jew, or Catholic, or anyone else that you 
want to keep out, and who'll ever know the members 
aren't going to let the subversive element run our 
fraternity ••• are you? 11 4 
This was not just an isolated incident, the University 
of Connecticut forced four chapters to sever their national 
ties in order to comply with a university ban on discriminatory 
membership policies. The University of Wisconsin and Wake 
Forest have taken the same action for the same reason.5 
Action of a similar nature was taken at Williams College 
in Massachusetts. The college took over the complete housing 
and feeding of all 1,130 students including the 60% that belonged 
to the fifteen Greek letter fraternities. This action has 
reduced them to little more than social clubs.6 
31.!1£. 
LI-William s. Carlson, "Fraternities Evil Force on Campus," 
Saturday Review, September 10, 1955, p. 28. 
5Lee, op. cit., Fraternities Without Brotherhood, p. 6. 
611neath to Greeks," Newsweek, October 22, 1962, p. 84. 
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Another problem that is facing the social fraternities is 
that colleges and universities across the country are saying 
that the colleges should have more control in the administration 
of the campus chapters. Carlson stated the problem in this 
manner: 
Permitting off-campus organizations to boss the 
students is dangerous, in a discriminatory membership 
policy or wherever else the interests of the national 
and the college may not harmonize• Any competent 
college administrator can supervise the young people 
in this charge if he has no outside interference. 
He has no real hope of doing his job if the student 
owes an allegiance elsewhere, an allegiance that may 
very well involve more secrets than even the rituals 
provided.? 
The stated solution to the problem of national control is 
that each fraternity should be a locally-owned and operated 
club. This, of course, has met with much opposition from the 
national chapters. 
Another accusation that is being leveled at the fraternity 
system is the matter of "Greek Snobbery". Opponents of the 
fraternity system suggest that on campuses where the fraternity 
system dominates the social atmosphere, being a member of the 
"right" house, or at least some house, becomes ridiculously 
important. Students in the "good" houses are apt to start 
thinking of themselves as some kind of "chosen people" who 
are superior in all ways to non-fraternity students. When a 
sorority girl dates a non-fraternity man, her sorority sisters 
will often bring subtle pressure on her to date someone more 
socially acceptable.a 
7carlson, ~· cit., "Fraternities Evil Force on Campus, 11 
p. 61. 
8 "Friction on Fraternity Row,'' Scholastic Teacher, 
January 7, 1965, p. 15. 
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It has been stated, in many' different ways, that frater-
nities overemphasize the social side of school at the expense 
of the academic or intellectual. Critics note, too, that 
many houses are notorious for maintaining extensive files of 
previous term papers, old examinations, and course outlines~ 
A report issued by the American Council on Education based 
on findings by a team of University of New Hampshire researchers, 
said: 
••• that fraternities at their worst had become 
islands of anti-intellectualism~9 
Current writings demonstrate that not all the criticism 
of the fraternity system is coming from individuals who are 
not affiliated with a fraternity. As William Carlson expressed 
it: 
The most ardent anti-fraternity men I find, are 
ex-fraternity men who have learned the truth on the 
inside, and there's not a radical in a carload.10 
Carlson, himself, was a brother until he resigned~ 
A past national officer in the Zeta Psi National Fraternity, 
Earl Jerome Ellison, makes these comments: 
Fraternities have had over a hundred years to 
show that they have an educational purpose, and 
they haven't done it yet~ 
Fraternities are the prime breeding grounds of 
the 'minimum effort' attitude.11 
Wade Thompson, a professor of literature at Brown University, 
9llli· 
lOcarlson, op, cit., "Fraternities Evil Force on Campus," p. 61. 
ll"Friction on Fraternity Row," op. cit., p. 14. 
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and author of "My Crusade Against Football", who is also 
affiliated, or was, makes this statement as to what fraternities 
are: 
Fraternities are the silliest, stupidest 
institutions invented since the intussusception 
of the chastity belt~ They have no more moral 
"style" than a collection of Mafia gangsters, 
D.A.R• girls, Army generals or ladies of Joy~l2 
The president of Williams College has this to say about 
fraternities: 
••• fraternities have come to exercise a dis-
proportionate role in undergraduate life • 
• • • fraternity members had failed miserably in 
getting the most out of Williams~lJ 
The preceding information is only a sample of what has 
been written nationally about the present fraternity system~ 
Because there are always two sides to any issue, it thus 
becomes a necessity to report what the other side feels about 
the present social fraternity system in the United States. 
It is interesting to note, in most reading, that the Inter-
fraternity Conference is the spokesman for fraternities, and 
the Panhellen1c Council for the sororities. This seems to 
demonstrate a reluctance on the part of individuals to stand 
up and speak for the present fraternity system. 
In answer to the charges of discrimination in the fraternity 
system, the Interfraternity Conference answers this question 
by exploring "What is a Fraternity" in relation to the problems 
of membership. Specifically, three items in the report are of 
interest: 
12Wade Thompson, "My Crusade Against Fraternities," Nation, 
September 26, 1959, p. 169~ 
13 11Death to Greeks," op. cit., page 84. 
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1. The choosing of one's own friends and associates is 
a social right which cannot be confused with civil 
rights, and, therefore, is not subjected or amenable 
to edicts, regulations, laws, and legislative fiats 
abridging that social right. 
2. Each college fraternity is a social organization, 
voluntary in membership and, as such is entitled to 
exercise its fundamental American right to choose 
members in accordance with its own standards. 
3• The fraternity family is national in scope and the 
entire fraternity at its regular convention through 
democratic processes, establishing the standards 
binding upon all of its constituant chapters.14 
It should be known that the Interfraternity Conference, 
as far back as 1954, has urged its member fraternities to 
omit the "non-white" and "only gentile" clauses from their 
constitutions.15 
In November, 1948, at the National Interfraternity Confer-
ence meeting in New York, David Embury, the conference chairman, 
had this to say,about the word "discrimination": 
•• •stop shivering at the word discrimination 
• • • • I love the discriminating tongue, the dis-
discriminating eye, the discriminating ear and, above 
all, the discriminating mind and ••• soul. The 
person for whom I can find no love and no respect 
is the indiscriminate person. To be indiscriminate 
is to be common, to be vulgar.16 
One man, Professor William Henry Shideler, Miami University 
at Oxford, Ohio, states his personal idea: 
••• that this is just another case where some 
well-intentioned, but misguided people have been 
sucked into a deal initiated by the Communists~l7 
1411College Forum," The American Mercurl, March 12, 1957, p. 151. 
15Lee, op. cit., "Fraternities Without Brotherhood, p. 52. 
16 4 Ibid., p. • 
17William Henry Shideler, "Fraternity Scare," Phi Kappa 
Tau Laurel, December, 1951, p. 12• 
Professor Shideler stated in the December, 1951 issue of the 
Phi Kappa Tau Laurel: 
The drive to "liberalize" fraternities is one 
that has no fundamental basis for action. Yet all over 
the u.s., too simultaneously to be accidental and 
affecting too many campuses where there has never been 
a problem to be spontaneous, we find a very similar 
pattern of attack upon fraternities by deans of men, 
directors of student affairs and professors of 
sociology, government, and psychology. The pattern 
has been so nearly identical that one cannot avoid 
the conclusion that it all came from an original 
source.18 
15 
In response to the criticism that the national fraternities 
are not working with the colleges and universities, both the 
National Interfraternity Conference and Fanhellenic Council 
have issued statements to the effect that they are making 
every effort to continue to work With the institutions. They 
go on to say that in many cases the institutions are making 
unreasonable demands upon the nationals.19 
The national fraternities are quick to point out that 
fraternities build leadership and character. Fraternities, 
they say, have provided an unusually high proportion of 
government leaders. According to the National Interfraternity 
Conference, every President and Vice-President of the United 
States born since 1825 (with three exceptions in each office) 
has been a member of a fraternity. Also, more than one hundred 
cabinet members in the past sixty years, and forty Justices 
of the United States Supreme Court appointed since the Civil 
War have been fraternity men.20 
18Ibid. 
19Lee, op. cit., Fraternities Without Brotherhood, p. 6. 
20"Friction on Fraternity Row,'1 op~ cit., p. 15. 
Fraternities are quick to point out that they set high 
social, moral, and academic standards and always strive to 
maintain them. At the 50th anniversary of the founding of 
the National Interfraternity Conference, the group adopted 
a declaration of principles for which fraternities stand. 
Among the statements was this: 
The fraternity considers superior intellectual 
achievement and impeccable behavior as being incumbent 
on all fraternity men.21 
16 
It is interesting to note, that sororities seem to set 
higher academic standards for their members. In general, they 
set higher scholastic requirements for initiation than do 
fraternities.22 
In answer to charges of snobbery, fraternity members 
argue that an individual should not have to apologize for 
wanting to choose his or her friends. The Rev~ James A~ 
McNerny, spiritual advisor and scholarship director for Phi 
Kappa Theta, had this to say: 
There is an immense difference between the 
preferring of one man to another, and the denying of 
another man his rights. Human friendship is not a 
right; it is a privilege conferred. ~ • • If it 
can be freely conferred, it can also be freely Withheld.23 
What are people outside the main bodies of the fraternity 
system saying? Milton Eisenhower, president of Johns Hopkins 
University, calls fraternities; 
21 Oth Anniversit of the National Interfraternit Conference 
Minutes, New York: 195 , p. 20~ 
22"Friction on Fraternity Row," OJ?, cit., p. 14. 
2.3James A. McNerny, "Men• s Rights," Phi Kappa Theta Magazine, 
December, 196.3, p. 15. 
17 
• • • workshops in understanding and co-operation~24 
The late John o. Mosely, former president of the University 
of Nevada, said: 
I would rather trust my son to the code of 
conduct prevailing in most fraternity chapters than 
to the standards of the usual dormitory or an 
unorganized student body•25 
L. G. Balfour, a former Grand Counsel of Sigma Chi makes 
this statement about education and fraternities: 
The college can educate no one, at best it can 
only give the individual an opportunity to educate 
himself; and potentially, at least, the fraternity 
is the best medium of self-education which has yet 
been devised on the American campus.26 
Perry E. Gresham, president of Betha?l.Y' College, adequately 
sums up an objective viewpoint on what a fraternity is and 
what it should be~ In his words: 
The college fraternity is no longer a haven 
for Rah, Rah boys and hell raisers. It is a center 
for intellectual conversation, and a fellowship of 
grown men with common ideals and similar interests. 
An ideal chapter might very well approximate the 
social structure of a college in a British university. 
The atmosphere of the place should smell of books 
rather than spirits. The manners should exemplify 
an easy culture Without snobbery. The human 
relations should be based on considerate candor 
rather than maudlin conform1ty~27 
25~· 
26L. G. Balfour, Magazine of Sig.ma Chi, October, 1954, p. 18• 
27 11The Fraternity and College Purposes," School and Society, 
November, 17, 1962, p. 393~ 
CHAPTER IV 
A BRIEF HISTORY OF GREEK ORGANIZATIONS 
The first college Greek letter organization founded in 
the United States was founded on December 5, 1776. It was 
founded at the college of William and Mary in Williamsburg, 
Virginia, and was called Phi Beta Kappa. Phi Beta Kappa had 
been preceded by a society of somewhat uncertain nature 
called "The Flat Hat". Phi Beta Kappa had all the characteris-
tics of the present day fraternities, including a ritual, oaths 
of fidelity, a grip, motto, and a badge for external display. 
It was formed for social and literary purposes and held 
regUlar and frequent meetings~ In December 1779 the parent 
chapter authorized the establishment of branch chapters at 
Yale and Harvard.I 
With the approach of the Revolutionary War the parent 
chapter in Williamsburg had to cease its activities because of 
a lack of membership. There was no further expansion, for 
thirty years. At this time, and With only five chapters, Phi 
Beta Kappa became and has since remained the nation's biggest 
scholarship honor society~2 
Starting in 1812, with the founding of Kappa Alpha at the 
lHarold J. Baily, Baird's Manual of American College 
Fraternities, 15th Edition (Menasha, Wisconsin: The Collegiate 
Press, 1949), p. 3. 
2~. 
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University of North Carolina, fraternities experienced a some-
what shaky start. It must be remembered that during the 
founding of what are now called fraternities, there extsted 
societies of a somewhat similar nature~ These were mostly of 
a literary chapter and bore names ot distinct classical origin 
such as Adelphian, Calliopean, Ciceronian, Erosophian, or 
of a special sort such as Franklin and Linonian, Their object 
was training and drilling in composition and oratory~ These 
societies were encouraged by the colleges and faculties.3 
Such were the societies that existed in the colleges, when 
in the fall of 182;, the Kappa Alpha society was formed at 
Union College by John Hunter and other members of the class of 
1826. This society bore a close resemblance to Phi Beta Kappa, 
which had .been established at Union in 1817~ The new society, 
though exceedingly small, met with much opposition from the 
college and staff~ Although the college was against the new 
society, the students secretly admired it and paid it the most 
sincere of compliments, that of imitation. The students 
founded, at the same college, Sigma Phi in March 1827 and Delta 
Phi in November 1827. These three fraternities, sometimes called 
the "Union Triad", were the pattern for the American fraternity 
system~ Imitation of them or opposition to them will account 
for the establishment of nearly all social and general frater-
ni t1es~4 
During the years between 1827 and the start of the Civil 
.3Ibid., p~ 4. 
-
l.f.Ibid ~· 
20 
War, fraternities experienced a major growth~ Wnth the forma-
tion of the "Miami Triad", which consisted of Beta Theta Pi, 
Phi Delta Theta, and Sigma Chi, fraternities experienced their 
greatest zenith~ The Miami Triad spread over the West and 
South as members of the Union Triad had spread over the 
eastern states.5 
Since 1900 the development of new fraternities has been 
so rapid that they outnumber those established during the 
preceeding one-hundred and twenty-four years. At the same time 
the great growth of educational institutions and the tremendous 
increase of students led to an expansion of some of the older 
organizations~ It is also worthwhile to note that the two 
World Wars and the depression were extremely detrimental to 
membership growth,6 
As of December 1, 1959 the National Interfraternity 
conference membership consisted of sixty-one national frater-
nities. These fraternities combined have a total membership 
of 1,687,968, with a total of J,421 chapters across the United 
States~,7 
Along with the development of the various types of 
fraternities for men, similar organizations for women began 
to appear. This was particularly true in co-educational 
institutions. Although there were sporadic cases of women 
5!!211.' p. 5~ 
6Ib1d~, p~ 6• 
7Leland F~ Leland, Leland's Annual Fraternity Sorority 
Directory (Saint Paul, Minnesota: Leland Publishers, Inc., 1959) 
P• 7 ~ 
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elected to the men's fraternities, it soon became apparent that 
there was a demand for similar organizations for women~ It 
was true for many years in schools for young women societies 
having Greek or classical names were comm.on. Some of these 
afterwards became founding chapters of national bodies and 
claimed precedence by virtue of the initial dates of their 
parent organizat1ons~8 
Some of the more important dates in the development of 
the sorority system in America are as follows: 
1867-I.C~ Soros1s at Monmouth College became Pi Beta Phi 
1870-Kappa Alpha Theta at what is now De Pauw University 
1870-Kappa Kappa Gamma at Monmouth, Illinois 
1872-Delta Gamma at Oxford Mississippi 
1872-Alpha Phi at Syracuse 
1874-Gamma Phi Beta at Syracuse 
1885-Alpha Chi Omegaat De Pauw 
1888-Delta Delta Delta at Boston9 
As of December 1, 1959 the National Panhellenic Council 
membership consisted of thirty-one sororities. These sororities 
have a combined membership of 917,420 With 1,896 chapters across 
the United States ~'10 
tlBaily, OP• cit~. Baird's Manual of American Collette 
Fratern1t1es,-p~ 0:-
9~~,, P• 7. 
lOLeland, op. cit~, Leland's Annual p~ 8. 
A Brief History of the Greek 
Organizations on Eastern•s Campus 
Fraternities have been an important part of 
Eastern•s Campus since 1929. To list the individual 
contributions of each group to the growth of our 
University would be an endless task; however 
scholarship, housing and student activities are 
three of the important areas which mutually benefit 
the University and fraternities.11 
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Following will be a brief history of each Greek organiza-
tion on Eastern•s campus. Inf.ormation on the national chapter 
was obtained from Baird's Manual of American College Fraternities. 
Figures on national membership were obtained from Leland's Annual, 
and the source for local history was the Eastern News, issues 
twenty-four and twenty-five, April 1966. Included in the in-
formation, whenever possible, will be when the national chapter 
was founded and what membership is in the national chapter, 
when the local chapter was founded on Eastern•s campus,,,infor-
mation about the local chapter and active membership as of 
Spring Quarter 1966. 
Pi Kappa Alpha 
Pi Kappa Alpha was founded at the University of Virginia, 
March 1, 1868. All six founders had fought for the South during 
the Civil War. Upon finding themselves together after the war, 
they decided to perpetuate their friendship. 
As of December 1, 1959 Pi Kappa Alpha had a national 
membership of 53,500 with 117 chapters. 
Pi Kappa Alpha started out on Eastern•s campus as a local 
fraternity by the name of Chi Nu. In 19~7 Chi Nu went 
llKluge, op, cit,, Greek News, p. 1. 
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national and was installed as the Tau chapter of Kappa Sigma 
Kappa. In 1958' the Kappa Sigma Kappa's left the national 
fraternity and reorganized under the old name of Chi Nu~ 'they 
remained a local chapter until 1962 when they became a colony 
of Pi Kappa Alpha on April 12, 1964~ Their Spring Quarter, 
1966, active membership was fifty-two. 
Si5J!!a Tau Gamma 
Sigma Tau Ga.mm.a was founded at Central Missouri State 
College, Warrensburg, Missouri, June 28, 1920. The original 
rounders numbered seventeen and formed in order to perpetuate 
their student friendships~ As of December 1, 1959 the active 
national membership totaled 16,365 with thirty-six chapters. 
Sigma Tau Gamma started out on Eastern•s Campus as a 
local named Fidel1s~ Fidelis formed on this campus in the 
late thirty's, and joined the Sigma Tau Gamma National 
Fraternity on November l, 1941, as Alpha Alpha Chapter~ This 
was the first Sigma Tau Gamma Chapter in the state of Illinois. 
The active 1966 Spring Quarter membership role was forty-
six. 
Alpha Kappa Lambda 
Alpha Kappa Lambda was the first national college frater-
nity to be founded on the Pacific Coast~ It was established 
at the University of California on April 22, 1914, from a 
local club, Los Amigos. The national active membership as of 
December 1, 1959 was 4,270 With eighteen chapters~ 
The local Alpha Kappa Lambda colony was initiated in the 
national fraternity as Rho Chapter on April 14, 1957. Before 
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building their new fraternity house, the Alpha Kappa Lambda's 
lived across from the present Sigma Tau Gamma house. 
The Alpha Kappa Lambda active membership for Spring 
Quarter, 1966 was forty-nine. 
Delta Si6ffia Phi 
Delta Sigma Phi national fraternity was founded at the 
College of the City of New York on December 10, 1899~ The 
national active membership as of December 1959 was 26,902 
with eighty-eight chapters. 
Delta Sigma Phi was installed on Eastern•s campus on May 5, 
1963 as Delta Psi Chapter. Their Spring Quarter, 1966 active 
membership was thirty-eight~· 
Phi SigD!a Epsilon 
Phi Sigma Epsilon national fraternity was founded at the 
Kansas State Teachers College, Emporia, Kansas, February 1910. 
The national membership is 12,732 with twenty-six chapters~ 
Phi Sigma Epsilon on Eastern•s campus was the start of 
the Greek system as well as being the first fraternity at a 
teacher's college in the State of Illinois. The Phi Sigma 
Epsilons were initiated into the national organization on 
February 21, 1930. They were the only fraternity on Eastern 1 s 
campus until the late 1930's when the Sigma Tau Gammas were 
founded~ 
The 1966 Spring Quarter active membership for Phi Sigma 
Epsilon was sixty-nine~ 
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Sigma Pi 
The Sigma Pi National Fraternity was founded at Vincennes 
University, Vincennes, Indiana, on February 26, 1897, under 
the name of Tau Phi Delta~ This was changed to Sigma Pi ten 
years later. Next to the Miami Triad, it is the oldest 
national fraternity originating west of the Ohio River. The 
active national membership as of December, 1959 was 16,982 
with fifty chapters. 
Sigma Pi was installed on Eastern•s Campus as Beta Gamma 
on June 10, 1949 from a local club named Chi Rho. The 1966 
Spring Quarter active membership was sixty-nine. 
•rau Kappa Epsilon 
Tau Kappa Epsilon was the outgrowth of an idea by a 
ministerial student at Illinois Wesleyan University. It 
was first formed in 1899 as "The Knights of Classic Lore 11 • 
In September of 1902 the name was changed to Tau Kappa Epsilon. 
The national fraternity had a membership of 36,305 with 149 
chapters as of December 1959. 
Tau Kappa Epsilon was colonized, on Eastern's Campus, 
as Epsilon Iota Sigma and became Gamma Omega Chapter of the 
national fraternity in March 1952. The Spring Quarter 1966 
active membership was thirty. 
Alpha Gamma Delta 
This national sorority was founded May 30, 1904 at 
Syracuse University. The active membership in December 1959 
was 32,000 with sixty-nine chapters. 
Eastern's Chapter of Alpha Gamma Delta was founded on 
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September 24, 1960, as Beta Iota Chapter. Before this time 
it was a local known as Psi Omega. The active Spring Quarter, 
1966, membership was fifty-seven. 
Delta Zeta 
The Delta Zeta National Sorority was founded at Miami 
University, Oxford, Ohio, in 1902~ The national membership 
in December 1959 was 35,812 with 125 chapters~ 
Eastern's chapter of Delta Zeta was formed in the early 
1950's. It was in 1955 that the then Delta Sigma Epsilon 
Sorority mergered with the Delta Zeta Sorority on the national 
level to become one, namely, Delta Zeta. Delta Zeta's Spring 
Quarter, 1966, active membership was forty-eight. 
Kappa Delta 
The Kappa Delta National Sorority was founded October 23, 
1897 at the Virginia State Normal School, Farmville, Virginia~ 
The Kappa Delta national membership is 42,500 with ninty-six 
chapters~ 
Ea.stem's Chapter of Kappa Delta originated as a local, 
named Theta Pi, and started on November 8, 1962~ It was 
initiated into the national sorority as Delta Beta chapter on 
May 9, 1964~ The active Spring Quarter, 1966, membership was 
twenty-six. 
Sigma. Kappa 
Sigma Kappa as a national was founded at Colby College, 
Waterville, Maine, in November of 1874~ The national active 
membership in December 1959 was 27,920 with seventy chapters. 
Sigma Kappa came to Eastern's campus as a national sorority 
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on April 7, 1956. The Spring Quarter, 1966, active membership 
was fifty-seven~ 
S1SJ!& Sigma Sigma 
Sigma Sigma Sigma was founded April 20, 1898~ It was 
the second of four national women's sororities founded in 
Farmville, Virginia. The active membership in December 1959 
was 21,404 With fifty-four chapters~ 
Eastern's Chapter of Sigma Sigma Sigma was the first 
sorority to locate on Eastern•s campus. It was started as 
Alpha Tau Nu and became Psi Chapter on February 28, 1942~ 
Sigma Sigma Sigma's Spring Quarter, 1966, active member-
ship was thirty-five• 
CHAPTER V 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 
Table I 
Analysis of this study will be conducted by taking each 
categorized group, and discussing them separately. The groups, 
as mentioned earlier, are male and female, age, year in school, 
and length of membership. The analysis for each group Will 
be conducted by comparing frequency of answers for questions 
that dealt With a similar area or subject matter. For ease 
of comparability, the questions were divided into eight different 
areas as follows: 
1. Fraternity-University relations 
2~ Fraternity housing 
3. Fraternity-Fraternity relations 
4~ Fraternity opportunities 
5. Fraternity and discrimination 
6~ Fraternity-Independent relations 
7• Fraternity-National Chapter relations 
8. Fraternity-Alumni relations 
In reading this analysis it will be noticed that numbers 
are included in parentheses. These numbers serve to indicate 
to the reader what questions are being discussed in relation 
to the corresponding table. 
Table I deals with the frequency of responses for all 
males and females;. 
Fraternity-University Relations 
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In the area of fraternity-university relations, the males 
and females are in disagreement about administration and faculty 
support of Greek organizations• For question number one, 
dealing with administration support, the males did not feel 
that the fraternities had this support, whereas the females 
felt they did have the backing of the administration. Table 
I illustrates that the fem.ale frequency of responses was 
thirty-five "yes", twenty-nine "no'', and nine "undecided". 
The fact that the sororities have more administrative controls 
because of hours and late leaves, may account for their 
positive opinion. In the area of faculty support (2), the 
males felt they had more support from the faculty than did the 
females~ Again with the females, the responses or "yes" and 
"no" were close, with a large number or "undecided"~ In reality, 
the fraternities have more contact with the faculty because, 
in most cases, facuJ.ty members act as fraternity advisors, 
whereas, the sororities often have alumnae, who are not 
associated with the university, act as advisors. 
In the other questions that dealt with fraternity-
university relations, males and females were almost in agreement 
in their opinions. Both agreed that there should not be 
university appointed housemothers (7)~ In some instances, 
this may not be a poor suggestion due to the difficulty 
some organizations have had in fUlfill1ng their housemother 
vacancies. The university would be able to handle this 
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problem much more efficiently. Both sexes felt that the Greek 
organizations should be considered a part of the total educa-
tional operation of the university (18), but that the university 
should not subsidize them in order to keep them alive (19)• 
On the question "should the university be held responsible 
for the actions of the Greek organizations" (22), the males, 
in majority, said "no 11 (forty-three "yes•: sixty-nine "no", and 
four "undecided''). The male negative attitude may be accounted 
for because of the University sanctions on some of the activities 
of the fraternities. Males and females were both much in 
agreement in wanting a Greek advisor, administration appointed, 
to assist them with their various problems (29). 
Fraternity Housing 
On the matter of fraternity housing, the males were almost 
even in their opinion about Eastern haVing a "Greek Row" (J)~ 
There were fifty-four "yes", fifty-nine ''no", and three 
"undecided" responses~ The females, on the other hand, felt 
very strongly that there should be a "Greek Row". 
Both sexes were in agreement on the fact, that if there 
were a "Greek Row" the Greeks should own the housing { 4) { 5) ~· 
Also, they agreed, that the university should not take over 
the fraternity houses (6)• 
Fraternit;y:-Fratern1ty Relation~ 
In the area of fraternity-fraternity relations, there was 
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a difference of opinion as to the need for more Greek organiza-
tions on this campus (8)~ Here, again. the males were split 
with fifty-five "yes", forty-nine "no", and a large number, 
twelve "undecided". The females were in agreement, that there 
should be more organizations on campus~ The fraternities, at 
this time, are e:xperiencing a situation where there are not 
enough rushees for each organization to help carry the 
expenses that occur in the normal operation of the fraternities~ 
As to the question of there being too many Greek organiza-
tions on campus, (9) there was a strong negative response from 
both sexes~ 
The question concerning the rising costs of college 
eliminating the weaker Greek organizations (23), caused an 
unusual frequency distribution! The males responded with forty-
n1ne "yes", fifty-eight "no", and nine "undecided 11 ~ The 
females responded with thirty-one uyes", twenty-four "no", and 
eighteen "undecided"~ These responses would lead one to believe 
that this is a problem of some concern~ Male and female agree 
that an increase in membership will be necessary in order to 
meet operating costs (2~). The females did indicate that they 
should be more restrictive in order to emphasize higher morale 
(25), (forty-two "yes", twenty-one "no", and ten "undecided")~ 
The males again were divided with just a slight difference, 
fifty-seven "yes", fifty-one "no 11 , and eight "undecided"• 
This leads to the conclusion that they realize they have to 
increase membership, but would rather be more restrictive 
1n selection~ Neither males nor females felt that an 
increased membership would lead to a loss of brotherhood or 
sisterhood (26)~ 
Fraternity Opportunities 
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On most questions concerning fraternity opportunities, 
males and fem.ales answered in a similar manner~ Both sexes 
believed the fraternity assisted the individual member toward 
maturity and an ad.Ult life (10) (11)~ There was agreement in 
that the fraternities did promote scholarship, even though 
joining a Greek organization wa.s primarily for social purposes 
(12) (14)~ 
On the question as to whether or not the average college 
student recognizes the positive influences ot Greek organizations 
(J), the males responded with forty-eight "yes", tifty .. six 
"no", and twelve "undecided"~ This would indicate that possibly 
this positive influence is not readily seen~' On the other hand, 
the females answered with twenty-four "yes", forty "no", and 
nine "undecided". There was entire agreement in the belief 
that the Greeks were not showing a snobbish attitude which was 
contrary to the rest of college life (15). 
On the matter of "Hell Week'' verses "Help Week" ( 27), 
the responses were so close that they merit mentioning~ The 
males answered with forty-six "yes", fifty-nine "no", and 
eleven "undecided"~ The females responded w1 th thirty-six 
"yes", twenty-eight "no", and nine "undecided"~· This, again, 
would seem to indicate that the traditional "Hell Week" is 
slowly becoming a thing of the past~ 
As for the area of fraternity benefits, it was felt by 
both sexes that Greek affiliation had its greatest benefits 
while in college (35) (36)~ This, of course, is partly due 
to the fact that most of the population surveyed had been 
undergraduates, with no opportunity to take advantage of the 
contacts that might be available to them after graduation. 
Fraternity-Discriminatory Policies 
In response to the question on discriminatory policies 
among fraternities, there was agreement. Both sexes did not 
feel that the Greeks would eliminate these discriminatory 
practices {16) (17), but it is necessary to note that there 
were large numbers of "undecided" on this issue. Along 
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with this same issue, discrimination, neither males nor females 
felt that the school had the right to force them to sever ttes 
with their national if they were not complying with a univer-
sity ban on membershipIX>licies (20)~ Also, they felt the 
university should not step in and enforce such a ban (22)~ 
It must be realized, that at this time, Eastern does not have 
the problem that exists on m~ny of the large campuses as far 
as open discrimination is concerned. There are not enough 
minority group students on campus who are really interested 
in joining a fraternity. 
Fraternity-Independent Realtions 
The males and females were in agreement on the idea that 
the independents will not take over the traditionally Greek 
activities (Jl)~ There was agreement, also, that the Greeks 
would not lose their identity to the independents (28). As 
the university grows, it was the opinion that the Greeks 
would be pulled closer together (JO). 
Fraternity-National Relations 
In the area of relations with the national chapters, 
the groups felt that the national should have more control 
over the local chapter (JJ) (J4). 
Fratern1tl-~lumn1 Relations 
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The opinion demonstrated in this area, was that the alumni 
should have an active voice in the running of the local chapter 
{37). The fact that in many cases it is the alumni association 
who make up any deficit in available operation funds, would 
tend to influence the responses to this question~ 
Both sexes agree that the "Greek" way of life was not 
fading from Eastern•s campus. 
35 
TABLE I 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR MALES AND FEMALES 
Quest. Male Female Comb. 
·No. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
1 47 61 8 35 29 9 82 90 17 
2 62 44 10 28 36 9 90 80 19 
3 54 59 3 49 19 5 103 78 8 
4 81 31 4 58 13 2 139 44 6 
5 18 97 1 6 67 0 24 164 1 
6 20 89 7 3 60 10 23 149 17 
7 27 82 7 13 57 3 40 139 10 
8 55 49 12 47 21 5 102 70 17 
9 15 96 5 2 71 0 17 167 5 
10 74 30 12 53 12 8 127 42 20 
11 84 20 12 60 7 6 144 27 18 
12 61 44 11 54 13 6 115 57 17 
13 48 56 12 24 40 9 72 96 21 
14 64 50 2 49 24 0 113 74 2 
15 11 96 9 7 62 4 18 158 13 
16 26 76 14 17 45 11 43 121 25 
17 29 75 12 15 46 12 44 121 24 
~,,.,,._...,, 18 88 21 7 57 10 6 145 31 13 
'--' 
19 25 86 5 8 54 11 33 140 16 
20 38 72 6· 29 39 5 67 111 11 
21 22 90 4 17 53 3 39 143 7 
22 43 69 4 33 31 9 76 100 13 
23 49 58 9 31 24 18 80 82 27 
24 60 48 8 45 19 9 105 67 17 
25 57 51 8 42 21 10 99 72 18 
26 47 56 13 23 41 9 70 97 22 
27 46 59 11 36 28 9 82 87 20 
28 17 94 5 3 62 8 20 156 13 
" 29 9cf 24 2 69 3 1 159 27 3 
·30 79 24 13 56 11 6 135 35 19 
31 10 91 15 5 61 7 15 152 22 
32 14 94 8 5 63 5 19 157 13 
33 25 87 4 21 48 4 46 135 8 
34 68 37 11 29 26 18 97 63 29 
•I !, 
35 89 20 7 56 11 6 145 31 13 
36 30 72 14 11 48 14 41 120 28 
37 77 30 9 48 11 14 125 41 23 
38 35 72 9 19 46 8 54 118 17 
,~~ 
..__., 
Table II 
Table II deals with the frequency of "yes", "no", and 
"undecided" responses for each year of membership in a frater-
nity. The analysis of this table will also be conducted by 
taking the major area the survey questions covered, and 
discussing each area separately~ 
Fraternity-Universitl Relations 
Beginning with questions one and two, which· deal with 
administrative and faculty support of Greek organizations, an 
unusual frequency is shown. For the question, as to whether or 
not Greek organizations have the support of the administration 
(1), the responses are as follows: 
1. First year members- thirty-five "yes", twenty-seven 
"no", and five 11undecided 11 ~ 
2~ Second year members- twenty-five "yes", twenty-four 
11no 11 , and three ''undecided 11 ~ 
3~ Third year members- sixteen "yes", twenty-eight "no", 
and five "undecided". 
4~ Fourth year members- six "yes, six "no", and four 
"undecided"~ 
5~ Fifth year members- no "yes", five 11no", and no undecided". 
Except for the people in the fourth year of membership, 
which could have gone either way because of the number of undecided, 
the frequency goes from a not too positive, to a definite 
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negative attitude. One reason for this may be, that the longer 
a person is a member of a Greek organization, the more dis-
gruntled they may become because of university sanction. Many 
old-timers in fraternities are always commenting that the 
school and fraternity are not the way they were when he pledged. 
The question dealing with the amount of faculty support 
the fraternities have (2), also illustrated a peculiar 
frequency. 
1. First year members- thirty-two "yes", thirty-one "no", 
and four "undecided". 
2. Second year members- twenty-seven "yes", twenty-one 
"no", and four "undecided". 
J. Third year members- twenty-one "yes", nineteen "no", 
and ~ "undecided". 
4. Fourth year members- eight "yes", seven "no", and 
one "undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- two "yes", two "no", and one 
"undecided". 
Here again one wonders how sure the Greeks are concerning the 
backing of the faculty. 
In the area of whether or not the university should 
appoint the housemothers (7), all five groups showed a strong 
negative response. 
On the matter of Greek organizations being considered a 
part of the total educational operation of the university (18), 
all groups were in strong agreement that they should, except 
for those belonging to the five-year membership group. Their 
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responses, although only a few were in this group, were three 
"yes", zero "no", and two "undecided". In the same realm, all 
groups were against the university subsidizing the fraternities 
in order to keep them alive (19)~ These responses lead one to 
conclude that although the fraternities want to be considered 
a part of the educational operation of the school, the school 
should not intervene, if the Greek organizations cannot succeed 
on their own. 
"Should a university be held responsible for the actions 
of the Greek organizations associated with that college?" (22) 
In response to this question, the frequency of replies was also 
very close. 
1. .?1 .. 1'.'.st yeFA-1' rriernberG- twen t;f-!11.ne "yes", th1.rty-four 
"no", and four "undecided". 
2. Second year members- twenty-six "yes", twenty-five 
"no", and one "undecided". 
J. Third year members- seventeen 11yes 11 , twenty-five 
"no", and seven "undecided". 
4. Fourth year members- three "yes", twelve "no", and 
one "undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- one "yes", four "no"" and zero 
"undecided''. 
It would be interesting to ascertain why, the longer an indivi-
dual belongs to a Greek organization, the more negative the 
responses become when their actions would reflect on the 
university. 
All five groups were in agreement that Eastern should 
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have a Greek advisor to assist them With problems (29). 
Fraternity Housing 
On the subject as to whether or not Eastern should have 
a "Greek Row" (3), all membership groups were in agreement that 
Eastern should. Groups one and two were not as positive in 
their responses as the other three groups. All five groups 
were very positive in their response that the Greeks should 
own the houses, if there were a "Greek Row". (4) As would 
be expected by the above responses, all five groups were very 
negative toward the idea of university owned Greek houses (5). 
Likewise, a negative response was received to the idea that 
the university take over all fraternity housing (6). 
Fraternity-Fraternitz Relations 
The five membership groups were very emphatic in their 
negative response to the implication that there were too many 
Greek organizations on campus (9). In View of the above 
responses, the membership groups felt that more groups should 
be added to Eastern•s campus. This positive response was not 
as great as one would think. 
1. First year members- thirty-five "yes", thirty "no", 
and two "undecided". 
2. Second year members- twenty-nine "yes", nineteen 
"no", and four "undecided". 
J. Third year members- twenty-five "yes", fifteen 
"no", and ~•'Undecided". 
4. Fourth year members- ten "yes", five "no", and one 
"undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- three "yes". one "no". and one 
"undecided". 
These figures, again, would lead one to conclude that many 
fraternities might be in an awkward position, because of the 
lack of sufficient numbers of rushees, if more organizations 
were added to the campus. 
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There was a difference of opinion as to whether the ris-
ing costs of attending college would eliminate the weaker 
Greek organizations (2J). The first year members were split with 
twenty-eight "yes", twenty-eight "no", and eleven "undecided". 
The other groups felt that this would not be the case. In 
this instance the first year members are just realizing all 
the hidden expenses of fraternity life, and by their responses, 
illustrate that they are not certain whether or not the costs 
of college might pull the weaker fraternities down. 
For the question of increasing membership in order to 
meet operations costs (24), the first two groups and the fifth 
definitely show a positive response, whereas the third and 
fourth groups answered with twenty-three "yes", twenty-two "no", 
and four "undecided". Fourth year members responded with 
eight "yes", seven "no••, and one "undecided". The third group 
seems undecided as to this being the best solution to the 
problem. 
In response to the questions about being more restrictive 
in membership selection for the purpose of emphasizing higher 
morale (25), and if increased membership would cause a loss 
of brotherhood {26), the answers were split as follows: 
On being more restrictive: 
1. First year members- thirty-four "yes", twenty-seven 
"no", and six "undecided". 
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2. Second year members- twenty-five "yes", twenty "no", 
and seven "undecided 11 • 
J. Third year members- thirty-two "yes", fourteen 11no 11 , 
and three "undecided". 
4. Fourth year ne mbers- eight "yes", eight "no", and 
zero "undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- five "yes", zero "no", and zero 
"undecided". 
On loss of brotherhood: 
1. First year members- twenty-six "yes", thirty-five 
"no", and six "undecided ... 
2. Second year members- seventeen "yes", twenty-nine 
"no", and six "undecidedtt. 
J. Third year members- nineteen "yestt, twenty-five "no", 
and five "undecided". 
4. Fourth year members- six "yes", six "no", and four 
"undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- two "yes", two "no", and one 
"undecided". 
The responses to these two questions were somewhat in conflict 
with each other. On one hand, they would like to be more re-
strictive to increase morale, but on the other hand they indicated 
an increased membership would not cause a loss of brotherhood. 
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To be sure, they were not too positive on either statement~ 
Fraternity Opportunities 
All groups were in agreement that the fraternity guides 
the individual toward maturity and an adult life (10) (11), 
except the fifth year members, who were more "undecided" than 
"yes" or ''no". (This group, as will be noticed on Table II, 
had a population of five.) There was agreement that the 
fraternity hau succeeded in promoting scholarship (12), although 
joining a fraternity was mainly for social purposes (14). In 
this last area it is interesting to note that the fourth year 
members were split evenly, eight and eight~ This would appear 
to be an unusual response for this type of question. 
The frequency of responses for question thirteen, which was, 
0 Do you believe that the average college student recognizes the 
positive influence of Greek organizations on Eastern• s c:ampus", 
further proves that this positive influence is not so readily 
seen. 
1. First year members- twenty-nine "yes", thirty-one 
"no", and seven "undecided". 
2. Second year members- twenty-one "yes", twenty-six 
"no", and five "und ec id ed" • 
3. Third year members- nineteen "yes", twenty-four "no", 
and six "undecided". 
4. Fourth year. members- three ''yes", eleven "no", and 
two "undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- zero "yes", four "no", and one 
"undecided". 
Again, as in Table I, the frequency of responses on the 
subject of "Hell Week" versus "Help Week" are so close that 
they merit consideration. 
1. First year members- twenty-five "yes", thirty-seven 
"no", and five "undecided". 
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2. Second year members- twentl-three "yes", twentl-three 
"no", and !.!.! ''undecided". 
3. Third year members- twenty-one "yes", twenty "no", 
and eight "undecided". 
~. Fourth year members- twelve "yes", three "no", and 
one "undecided". 
5. Fifth year members- one "yes", four ttno", and zero 
"undecided". 
Here, again, isn>ticed the slightly negative attitude of those 
in the first and second year of membership, to the more 
positive attitude (except for group five) of the members who 
have been in a fraternity for a longer period of time. This, 
as in Table I, points to the fact that the traditional Greek 
"Hell Week" is loosing its appeal. 
All groups were in agreement that the greatest benefits 
of a fraternity are obtained while still in college. (35) (36) 
Fraternitl-Discriminatory Policies 
In the area of discrimination, all groups were in agree-
ment that the fraternities would not erase discriminatory 
practices, either voluntarily or otherwise (16) (17). They were 
also in agreement that the school did not have the right to 
force the fraternities to sever ties with the national organization, 
if the local was not complying With bans on membership 
practices (20). 
Fraternitl-Independent Relations 
As was expected, the Greeks did not think the independ-
ents would take over Greek activities or upset the Greek 
influence on campus (28) (31). It was felt that the Greeks 
would be drawn closer together if there were a fight for 
survival {30). 
Fraternity-National Chapter Relations 
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There was strong agreement that the national chapter should 
have more control over the local chapter (33)• As the reader 
can observe, the population reversed itself when saying the 
local chapter should be more autonomous (34)~ The reason for 
this reversal lies with this writer. Either the population 
did not understand the word "autonomous", or they thought it 
meant being more autonomous from the university rather than 
the national chapter. 
Fraternitl-Alumni Relations 
All groups, except the five year group which was divided. 
were in agreement that the alumni should have a voice in the 
running of the local chapter (37). 
Again, all groups except the fifth did not think the 
Greek way of life was fading from Eastern•s campus (38). As 
was explained once before, the old-timers never think it is 
the same as when they started. 
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Quest. 1 
No. Yes No Und. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
·19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
35 27 5 
32 .. 3i• 4 
35 29 3 
52 13 2 
10 57 0 
5 58 4 
14 47 6 
35 30 2 
8 59 0 
46 17 4 
52 10 5 
41 22 4 
29 31 7 
36 29 2 
6 57 4 
20 41 6 
13 45 9 
48 17 2 
11 50 6 
27 33 7 
13 52 2 
29 34 4 
28 28 11 
37 23 • 7 
34... 27 6 
26 35 6 
( 
TABLE II 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH YEAR OF MEMBERSHIP 
2 
Yes No Und. 
25 
27 
25 
33 
10 
8 
13 
29 
5 
29 
40 
33 
21 
32 
5 
12 
13 
44 
13 
18 
20 
26 
29 
32 
.. 
25 
17 
24 3 
21 4 
24 3 
17 2 
42 0 
38 6 
37 2 
19 4 
45 2 
15 8 
10 2 
15 4 
26 5 
20 0 
42 4 
30 10 
31 8 
4 4 
35 4 
31 3 
28 4 
25 1 
20 3 
15 5 
20 7 
29 6 
3 
Yes No Und. 
16 
21 
29 
39 
3 
7 
11 
25 
4 
38 
38 
29 
19 
33 
7 
8 
11 
36 
2 
14 
4 
17 
15 
23 
32 
19 
28 5 
19 9 
19 1 
9 1 
46 0 
37 5 
37 1 
15 9 
44 1 
7 4 
4 7 
15 5 
24 6 
16 0 
41 2 
35 6 
33 5 
9 4 ' 
42 5 
35 0 
45 0 
25 7 
24 10 
22 4 
14 3 
25 5 
4 
Yes No Und. 
6 
8 
11 
11 
t 
2 
1 
10 
0 
13 
12 
10 
3 
8 
0 
2 
6 
14 
6 
7 
2 
3 
5 
8 
8 
6 
6 4 
7 1 
5 0 
4 1 
14 1 
12 2 
14 1 
5 1 
16 0 
2 1 
3 1 
3 2 
11 2 
8 0 
15 1 
13 1 
8 2 
1 1 
10 0 
8 1 
13 1 
12 1 
9 z 
7 1 
8 0 
6 4 
5 
Yes No Und. 
0 
2 
3 
4 
0 
1 
1 
3 
0 
1 
2 
2 
0 
4 
1 
1 
1 
3 
1 
1 
0 
1 
3 
5 
0 
2 
5 0 
2 1 
1 1 
1 0 
5 0 
4 0 
4 0 
1 1 
3 2 
1 3 
0 3 
2 1 
4 1 
1 0 
3 1 
2 2 
4 0 
»O 2 
3 1 
4 0 
5 0 
4 0 
1 1 
0 0 
3 2 
2 1 ~ 
\.)'\ 
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Quest. 1 
No. Yes No Und. 
27 25 37 5 
28 8 56 3 
29 52 14 1 
30 52 9 6 
31 6 52 9 
32 7 58 2 
33 15 50 2 
34 34 25 8 
35 55 9 3 
36 12 47 8 
37 36 21 10 
38 20 39 8 
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TABLE II (Cont.) 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH YEAR OF MEMBERSHIP 
2 3 4 
Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
23 23 6 21 20 8 12 3 1 
7. 41 4 2 44 3 2 12 2 
42 9 1 45 3 1 15 1 0 
32 20 0 36 3 10 12 2 2 
4 45 3 3 40 6 2 12 2 
8 42 2 3 39 7 1 14 1 
15 34 3 11 36 2 4 12 0 
25 16 11 26 16 7 9 6 1 
34 14 4 39 4 6 13 3 0 
17 28 7 8 30 11 4 10 2 
42 5 5 32 11 6 13 2 1 
18 32 2 9 35 5 3 12 1 
5 
Yes No 
1 4 
1 3 
5 0 
3 1 
0 3 
0 4 
1 3 
3 0 
4 1 
0 5 
2 2 
4 0 
Und. 
0 
1 
0 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
1 
1 
~ 
°' 
TABLE III 
Table III deals with the frequency of yes, no, or undecided 
responses for each year in school. The reader will notice 
that the table starts With the second year, or the Sophomore 
level. The reason for this is there were no Freshmen surveyed 
in this study. This, being Summer session, the Freshmen who 
may have belonged to a Greek organization would now be Sopho-
mores, or if they were Freshmen, they would not be going 
active until the Fall. Because only actives were included 
in this study, they were not surveyed~ 
Fratern1ty-aniversity Relations 
As in the other two tables, opinions as to the amount of 
Administrative and faculty support will be considered first. 
The opinions as to whether the fraternities have the support 
of the administration (1), declined from a slightly positive 
response in the first two years, to a negative response 1n'the 
last two years~ The frequency of responses was as follows: 
1. Second year students- eighteen "yes", fifteen "no", 
and three "undecided"~ 
2. Third year students- twenty-nine "yes", twenty-five 
"no", and five "undecided". 
J~ Fourth year students- thirty-one "yes", forty-three 
"no", and six "undecided"~ 
4. Fifth year students- four "yes", seven "no", and 
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three "undecided". 
This same unusual frequency can also be seen in the answers 
as to whether or not the fraternities have the support of the 
faculty (2)~ 
1. Second year students- eighteen "yes", fifteen "no", 
and three "undecided". 
2. Third year students .. twenty-seven "yes", twenty-nine 
"no", and three "undecided u ~ 
J. Fourth year students- thirty-eight "yes", thirty "nott, 
and twelve "undecided". 
4. Fifth year students- seven "yes", five "no", and two 
"undecided". 
It would be interesting to know why so many fourth year students 
were undecided. The reader Will note that in all the groups, 
the frequency of responses were close. This would suggest that 
the amount of faculty support is dubious~ 
None of the groups were in favor of having university 
appointed housemothers (7). This opinion became more emphatic 
as one went from Sophomore to the Graduate level~- This would 
indicate that the further along one moves in school, the less 
he wants university control~ 
All the groups were in strong agreement that the fraternities 
should be considered a part of the total educational operation 
of the college (18), and were in equally strong agreement 
that the university should not subsidize the fraternities to 
keep them alive (19)~ 
On the issue of the university being responsible for the 
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actions of the fraternities (22), the responses were different 
than th1 s wr1 ter expected from·' the students as far as year in 
school. It was expected that the second and third year 
students would be more positive, and the fourth and fifth year 
students more negative. These were the responses: 
1. Second year students- nineteen "yes", sixteen "no", 
and one "undecided". 
2. Third year students- twenty-one "yes", thirty-three 
"no", and five "undecided". 
J. Fourth year students- thirty-four "yes", thirty-nine 
"no", and seven "undecided". 
4. Fifth year students- two "yes", twelve "no", and 
zero "undecided". 
As in the first two tables, the indication was very 
positive toward the idea of having a Greek advisor to assist 
the fraternities with their problems (29). This opinion was 
exceptionally strong in the fourth and fifth year students. 
This would indicate, they can see the necessity for such a 
person, now that they are upperclassmen. 
Fraternity Housing 
As was expected, the further along the population in 
this study advances in school, the more positive is the 
opinion that Eastern should have a "Greek Row". (3) As the 
reader can conclude, only the second year students were 
negative in their responses (sixteen "yes", nineteen "no", and 
one "undecided"). Also, as on previous tables, was the 
strong positive response that the Greeks own the housing if 
there were a "Greek Row" on Ea.stern• s campus ( 4) ( 5) • 
The responses were equally as strong negatively to the 
idea that the university would take over the fraternity 
housing as the situation now stands~ 
Fraternity-Fraternity Relations 
Except for the second year students, it was felt that 
Ea.stern should have more Greek organizations on campus (8)~ 
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This attitude may stem from the fact that, as the school grows 
larger, the addition of more organizations should be contemplated~ 
There was a strong negative response to the idea that there 
were too many Greek organizations already on campus (9). 
The suggestion that the rising costs of college would 
eliminate some of the weaker Greek organizations (23), caused 
a frequency distribution that was quite interesting due to the 
closeness of all responses~ These were as follows: 
1. Second year students- sixteen "yes", fifteen "no", 
and five "undecided", 
- . 
2. Third year students- twenty-eight "yes", twenty-four 
"no", and seven "undecided"~ 
3~ Fourth year students- thirty "yes", thirty-six "no", 
and fourteen "undecided". 
4~ Fifth year students- six "yes", seven "no", and one 
"undecided"~ 
A conclusion may be surmised that this is a problem that 
is causing some concern among the less financially stable 
organizations. 
Again, there was strong agreement that the Greek organiza-
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t1ons would definitely have to increase their membership to 
meet the necessary operating costs, (24) at the expense of loss 
of morale (25)~ Still, all the groups agreed that an increase 
of membership would not necessarily mean a loss of brother-
hood (26) ~ 
Fraternitl Opportunities 
All groups were in agreement in the opinion that a 
fraternity does help the members toward personal independence, 
maturity, and an adult life (10) (11)~ 
The majority of the population surveyed, felt that the 
fraternities had succeeded in promoting scholarship among their 
members (12), but the second year students (with responses of 
eighteen "yes", fifteen "no", and three "undecided") and the 
fifth year students (with responses of six "yes", six "no", and 
two "undecided") were not as positive as the other two groups~ 
All were of the opinion that the joining of a fraternity was 
strictly for social purposes (14)~ 
For the question, whether or not the average college 
student recognizes the positive influence of Greek organizations 
on F.agtern•s campus (lJ), the second year students differed so 
greatly with the other groups, that the responses should be 
noted~ 
l~ Second year students- twenty-two "yes", nine "no", 
and five "undecided"~ 
2~ Third year students- twenty-one "yes", thirty-four 
"no", and four "undecided"~ 
J~ Fourth year students- twenty-seven "yes", forty-three 
"no", and ten "undecided"~ 
4. Fifth year students- two "yes", ten "no", and two 
"undecided"~· 
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A possible reason as to why the second year students were 
positive while the other groups negative, could be that as 
members, who had just recently become actives, they had seen 
this positive influence and therefore thought it was apparent 
to everyone. 
None of the groups felt that the Greek attitude was 
offensive or contrary to the rest of college life (15)~ 
"Will the doing away of a "Hell Week" and the initiating 
of a "Help Week" enhance Greek appeal?" (27) This question 
again offered unusual responses: 
l• Second year students- fifteen 11yes 11 , nineteen "no", 
and two "undecided"~ 
2~ Third year students- twenty-one 11yes 11 , thirty-one 
"no", and seven "undecided"• 
J~ Fourth year students- thirty-eight 11yes 11 , thirty-two 
"no", and sixteen "undecided"• 
4~ Fifth year students- eight "yes 11 , five "no", and 
one 11undecided 11 ~ 
As before, the older groups answered with a positive response, 
but the figures indicate that many still have reservations on 
this issue~ 
There was a definite positive opinion that the greatest 
benefits of the fraternity were achieved while in school ('.35) 
(J6), and that the Greek idea of brotherhood would not be 
lost in modern society (32). 
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Fraternity-Discriminatorz Policies 
All four groups indicated in their opinion that the 
Greek organizations would not erase the religious or racial 
barriers as far as membership practices were concerned (16) (17). 
Only the second year stuients indicated a positive belief 
that the school had the right to force a local chapter to 
sever ties with the national chapter, if the local chapter was 
not complying with a ban on discriminatory membership policies 
(20). The other groups responded with a strong negative 
attitude. This negative attitude, for all the groups, was 
carried over in the opinion that the university should not 
enforce a ban on social or religious discrimination (21). 
Fraternity-Independent Relations 
In the area of fraternity-independent relations, as in 
this area on the other tables, the Greek population responded 
that the independents will not take over the traditionally' 
Greek activities (31). It was also indicated that the Greeks 
would keep their identity as the major influence on campus (28). 
The answers were definitely positive, that if there was a 
Greek fight for survival, this would tend to pull the Greeks 
closer together (JO). 
Fraternity-National Relations 
In this area the same confusion resulted over the use 
of "autonomous". Therefore this writer will take the results 
on the first question and disregard the second question 
because of the resulting contradiction. 
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The responses were positive that the national chapter 
should have control over the local chapter (33)~ It is 
suspected, by this writer, that one reason for this is that 
the local chapter could call on the national to help solve 
some of the inter-fraternity problems that arise from time to 
time. One such problem would be the delinquency, that every 
organization has. on outstanding bills which cannot or are 
not collectable~ 
Fraternity-Alumni Relations 
In this area, again, there was a definite positive belief 
that the alumni should have an active voice in the running of 
the local chapter~ 
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TABLE Ill 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH YEAR IN SCHOOL 
Quest. 2 3 4 5 
No. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
1 18 15 3 29 25 5 31 43 6 4 7 3 
2 18 16 2 27 29 3 38 30 12 7 5 2 
3 16 19 1 31 24 4 46 32 2 10 3 1 
4 24 10 2 45 14 0 61 16 3 9 4 1 
5 7 29 0 9 50 0 8 72 0 0 13 1 
6 4 32 0 9 43 7 7 64 9 j 10 1 
7 10 21 5 12 44 3 15 65 0 3 9 2 
8 16 19 1 34 19 6 45 26 9 7 6 1 
9 6 30 0 5 51 3 6 73 1 0 13 1 
10 ·.· .. 20 13 3 40 11 8 59 16 5 8 2 4 
11 25 8 3 46 10 3 65 7 8 8 2 4 
12 18 15 3 40 15 4 51 21 8 6 6 2 
13 22 9 5 21 34 4 27 43 10 2 10 2 
14 24 10 2 30 29 0 49 31 0 10 4 0 
15 5 28 3 4 50 5 8 67 5 1 13 0 
16 11. 24 1 16 32 11 13 57 10 3 8 3 
17 7 26 3 14 35 10 18 54 8 5 6 3 
18 26 9 l 45 9, 5 64 12 4 10 1 3 . 19 5 26 5 15 40 4 9 65 6 4 9 1 
20 19 13 4 17 38 4 27 51 2 4 9 1 
21 10 26 0 17 39 3 12 65 3 0 13 1 
22 19 16 1 21 33 5 34 39 7 2 12 0 
23 16 15 5 28 24 7 30 36 14 6 7 1 
24 20 11 5 34 20 5 42 32 6 9 4 1 
25 14 18 4 31 21 7 48 27 5 6 6 2 
26 16 17 3 20 33 6 30 40 10 4 7 3 \.)'\ 
\.)'\ 
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TA;!2LE III 'QQnt.} 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH YEAR IN SCHOOL 
Quest. 2 3 4 
No. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
27 15 19 2 21 31 7 38 32 16 
28 8 26 2 5 50 4 6 70 4 
29 27 9 0 48 10 1 70 8 2 
30 26 8 2 40 15 4 57 10 13 
31 5 31 0 6 49 4 4 61 15 
32 4 32 0 9 48 2 6 65 9 
33 13 23 0 11 44 4 19 58 3 
34 17 15 4 26 22 11 45 24 11 
35 29 6 1 41 13 5 63 10 7 
36 10 23 3 16 34 9 14 53 13 
37 22 12 2 42 9 8 52 16 12 
38 17 16 3 17 39 3 15 56 9 
5 
Yes No 
8 5 
1 10 
14 0 
12 2 
0 11 
0 12 
3 10 
9 2 
12 2 
1 10 
9 4 
5 7 
Und. 
1 
3 
0 
0 
3 
2 
1 
3 
0 
3 
1 
2 
\.)'\ 
°' 
TABLE IV 
Table IV deals w1 th the frequency of "yes", "no", or 
"undecided" responses for each age group. 
To analyze this table a different approach was undertaken• 
Because there are ten different groups, the sampling in many 
of the groups was not sufficient to accurately suggest that 
the response given would be true for most fraternity members 
in these same age groups. The technique that will be utilized 
will be that of discussing the question that evoked unusual 
responses in most of the age groups surveyed~ 
As mentioned, there are ten age groups• FolloWing will 
be a list of the age groups and the number of popUlation that 
was surveyed for each group: 
1. Eighteen year olds- seven surveyed 
2. Nineteen year olds- thirty-two surveyed 
J. Twenty year olds- forty-eight surveyed 
4. Twenty-one year olds- forty-five surveyed 
5. Twenty-two year olds- twenty-four surveyed 
6. Twenty-three year olds- seventeen surveyed 
7~ Twenty-four year olds- seven surveyed 
a. Twenty-five year olds- five surveyed 
9~ Twenty-six year olds- two surveyed 
10. Twenty-seven year olds- two surveyed 
In the discussion on Table IV the question will be given 
followed by the question number~ Following the above information, 
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will be the discussion of the responses that the question evoked~ 
In the discussion, the terms "young group" and "old group'' will 
appear. The young group will be referring to those in the age 
range of eighteen to, and including, twenty-two. The old 
group will be ref erring to those in the age range of twenty-
three through twenty-seven~ 
"Do you believe the Greek organizations on Eastern 1 s campus 
have the backing of the administration?" 
1. The responses to this question did not indicate 
that either the young or the old group illustrated a 
definite opinion. The responses, as was suspected, 
did not go from a positive to a negative, or vice-
versa. As will be noticed, the responses did not 
demonstrate any pattern so that one could point out a 
trend for any particular age grouping~ 
1. Eighteen year olds- five "yes", two "no", and zero 
"undecided"~ 
2. Nineteen year olds- twelve 0 yes", twenty "no", and 
three "undecided"~ 
J. Twenty year olds- twenty-five "yes", twenty "non, and 
three "undecided". 
4. Twenty-one year olds- sixteen "yes", twenty-six "no", 
and three 'Undecided". 
5. Twenty-two year olds- eleven "yes", eleven "no", and 
two "undecided". 
6• Twenty-three year olds- eight ttyes", nine "no", and 
zero "undecided••. 
7. Twenty-four year olds- three "yes", two "no", and 
two "undecided". 
8. Twenty-five year olds- two "yes", three "no", and 
zero "undecided". 
9. Twenty-six year olds- zero "yes", two "no", and 
zero "undecided 11 • 
10. Twenty-seven year olds- zero "yes", one 11no 11 , and 
one "undecided". 
"Do you believe that the Greek organizations have the support 
of the faculty?" 
59 
2. This question also produced the same irregular pattern 
of responses. If it were not for the large sampling in 
the middle age groups, one could not ascertain what the 
opinion was on these two questions. 
"Should Eastern have a 'Greek Row'?" 
J. This question produced a positive response from each 
age group, except the twenty-two year old and the twenty-
six year old groups. The younger group's response was 
slightly negative, whereas the older group was divided 
between the two people sampled. 
"Would you prefer that the university own all Greek housing?" 
5. The answer to this question was a definite negative 
response from every age group. This would correspond to the 
contention that many Greeks have concerning the amount 
of university control, and that it should be at a minimum. 
This also corresponds with the negative response to 
questions six and seven, concerned with the university 
owning all present Greek housing and having university 
appointed housemothers. 
"Do you feel that there are too many Greek organizations 
on Eastern•s campus?" 
9. A negative response was evoked from every age group 
on this question. The feeling being that there is a 
sufficient number at the present time, but that more 
should be added in the future. 
"Do you believe that the average college student recognizes 
the positive influence of Greek organizations on Eastern•s 
campus? 
lJ. The older group answered this with a negative 
indication. At the same time, the younger group was 
neither positive nor negative. 
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"Do you believe Greek organizations will eliminate discrimina-
tory policies and practices?" 
16. In response to the above question, the younger 
group was negative, whereas the older group indicated a 
more positive attitude. The older group, probably 
realizes that such practices are more detrimental to the 
organizations, and can visualize a change taking place. 
"Will the Greek organizations voluntarily erase all color and 
religious barriers?" 
17. In general, the response to voluntarily erasing 
barriers was a negative one. It must be remembered, that 
in some situations, the national chapter would have the 
final word concerning these matters. 
"Should the university subsidize the Greek organizations in 
order to keep them alive?" 
19. In all age groups, this question received a negative 
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response~ The feeling seemed to be that if a fraternity 
cannot exist on their own draWing power, they should not 
be prevalent among the existing fraternities~ 
''Should the university step in and enf oree the ban on social 
and religious discrimination?" 
21~ This question, as did the previous questions on the 
university exereizing a control, met with a strong negative 
response. It is the feeling, that before this becomes 
necessary, the different organizations Will take their 
own corrective measures~' 
"Should a university be held responsible for the actions of 
the Greek organizations associated With the college?" 
22.' Although the response to this question was basically 
negative, there was a large number of positive and 
undecided answers~ There seems to be some concern, at 
the present time, as to how greatly the actions of a 
fraternity should, or do, reflect on the university~ 
Many fraternity members realize that when the basic 
facts are revealed, the university Will always be held 
responsible for the fraternities• actions~ 
"Will the rising costs of attending college eliminate the 
weaker Greek.organizations?" 
23. There was neither a fully negative or positive 
response evoked for this question~: The responses were 
as follows: 
l~ Eighteen year olds- three "yes", two "no", and two 
"undecided"~· 
2~ Nineteen year olds- seventeen "yes", nine "no", and 
six "undecided"~ 
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J~ Twenty year olds- twenty "yes", twenty-three "nou, 
and five "undecided"• 
4. Twenty-one year olds- sixteen ttyes", twenty-one "no", 
and eight "undecided". 
5• Twenty-two year olds- sixteen "yes", eight "no", and 
zero "undecided 11 • 
6~ Twenty-three year olds- six "yes", eight "no, and 
three "undecided"~ 
7. Twenty-four year olds- three "yes• two "no", and 
two "undecided". 
8. Twenty-five year olds- one "yes", four "no1t, and 
zero "undecided". 
9. Twenty-six year olds- one "yes", one "no", and one 
"undecided". 
10. Twenty-seven year olds- one "yes", zero "no", and 
one "undecided"~ 
"Will the doing away of a flHell Week' and the initiation of a 
'Help Week" enhance the Greek appeal?" 
30. Here again the responses were of such a varied nature 
that they merit consideration~ 
1. Eighteen year olds- two "yes'', f'our "no", and one 
ttundecided". 
2~ Nineteen year olds- thirteen "yes 11 , seventeen "no", 
and two "undecided". 
3. Twenty year olds- eighteen "yes", twenty-four "no", 
and six "undecided"' 
- . 
lt. Twenty-one year olds- twenty-three "yes", seventeen 
"no" and five "undecided" ' , - . 
5~ Twenty-two year olds- fourteen "yes", eight "no", 
and two "undecided"~ 
6. Twenty-three year olds- five "yes", ten "no", and 
two "undecided"~ 
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7~ Twenty-four year olds- one "yes", five "no", and one 
"undecided"~ 
8. Twenty-five year olds- three "yes", one "no", and one 
"undecided"~ 
9. Twenty-six year olds- one "yes': one "no," and zero 
"undecided". 
10. Twenty-seven year olds- two "yes", zero "no", and 
zero "undecided"! 
"Should Eastern have a Greek advisor to assist the different 
groups with problems they may have?" 
J2~ There was a emphatic positive response indicated 
for this question~ There should be someone to assist With 
the problems that would arise when there are many groups, 
and when these groups have a large number of the student 
body belonging to them~, 
"Do you believe the Greek way of life is fa.ding on Ea.stern•s 
campus?" 
JS. Here the expected response returned was negative~· 
It was interesting though, to observe that more than an 
anticipated few answered "yes" to this question~ 
Que st. 18 
No Yes No Und. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
5 2 0 
3 4 0 
6 1 0 
6 1 0 
0 7 0 
0 7 0 
2 4 1 
3 4 0 
9 ., 7 0 
6 0 1 
7 0 0 
6 0 1 
2 3 2 
1' 
,3 4 0 
,() 7< 0 
1 6 0 
1 5 1 
6 1 0 
• 1 5 1 
2 3 2 
1 6 0 
2 5 0 
3 2 2 
3 3 1 
5 2 0 
3 4 0 
TABLE IV 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH AGE GROUP 
19 
Yes No Und 
12 14 6 
14 14 4 
17 14 1 
24 6 2 
5 27 0 
1 23 3 
8 21 3 
18 11 3 
2 30 0 
18 9 5 
24 5 3 
16 14 2 
17 14 1 
23 9 0 
4 26 2 
9 20 3 
5 22 5 
24 5 3 
6 21 5 
15 15 2 
9 22 1 
16 14 2 
17 . 9 6 
23 6 3 
15 12 5 
13 17 2 
20 
Yes No Und. 
25 
23 
25 
34 
7 
7 
6 
30 
5 
33 
38 
36 
19 
23 
5 
17 
12 
35 
8 
15 
12 
19 
20 
25 
22 
15 
20 3 
23 2 
22 3 
14 0 
41 0 
38 3 
39 3 
17 1 
42 1 
12 3 
7 3 
10 2 
23 6 
23 2 
39 4 
24 7 
29 7 
10 3 
38 2 
31 2 
34 2 
25 4 
23 5 
l 7 6 
21 5 
28 5 
21 
Yes No Und. 
16 26 3 
18 21 6 
23 19 3 
36 8 1 
5 40 0 
6 34 5 
11 32 2 
19 20 6 
4' 41 0 
34 10 1 
36 8 1 
28 12 5 
14 24 7 
28 17 0 
3 37 4 
7 30 8 
8 31 6 
37 6 z 
6 33 6 
18 26 1 
10 33 2 
19 22 4 
16 21 8 
22 19 4 
26 15 4 
14 24 7 
22 
Yes No Und. 
11 
15 
11 
17 
3 
4 
5 
16 
2 
15 
17 
13 
13 
17 
1 
4 
5 
20 
5 
9 
5 
11 
11 
16 
14 
12 
11 2 
6 3 
13 0 
6 1 
21 0 
18 2 
19 0 
7 1 
22 0 
5 4 
4 3 
10 1 
9 2 
7 0 
24 0 
18 2 
17 2 
3 1 
18 1 
13 2 
18 1 
11 2 
11 2 
8 0 
9 1 
8 4 (]\ 
.+::-
Quest. 18 
No. Yes No Und. 
27 2 4 1 
28 0 6 L. ., 
29 5 ' 2 0 
30 6 1 0 
31 ~ 6~ 0 32 0 7 0 
33 1 6 0 
34 3 2 2 
,.,,., 
35 4 2 1 
36 1 4 2 
37 4 2 1 
38 1 5 1 
TABLE IV {Cont,} 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
EQB. EAGH AGE GBOIIE 
19 20 21 
Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
13 17 z 18 24 6 23 17 5 
} 27.. 2 7 39 z. 3 . 38 4 
27 5 O· 40 7 1 38 7 0"' 
22 8 2 38 8 2 29 9 7 
2 30 0 5 37 6 4 35 6 
·~ .. 26 0 4 43 1 2 35 8 
9 22 1 11 34 3 12 32 1 
15 11 6 17 24 7 28 8 9 
27 4 1 37 7 4 31 8 6 
8 21 3 13 27 8 8 28 9 
23 6 3 31 11 6 30 8 7 
15 16 1 12 32 4 10 30 5 
• 
Yes 
14 
5 
20 
18 
2 
4 
5 
17 
19 
4 
15 
7 
22 
No 
8 
17 
3 
4 
18 
20 
18 
6 
5 
19 
7 
16 
Und. 
2 
2 
1 
2 
4 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
2 
1 
°' \J\ 
Quest. 23 
No. Yes No Und. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
8 9 0 
11 3 3 
12 4 1 
13 4 0 
4 13 0 
4 11 2 
3 13 1 
6 7 4 
3 11 3 
10 4 3 
11 2 4 
9 6 2 
,4_ • u 4 
ii 6 0 
4 13 0 
1 14 2 
7 9 1 
12 3 2 
4 13 0 
4 12 1 
2 14 1 
7 10 0 
6 8 3 
9 7 1 
9 6 2 
7 8 2 
TABLE IV (Cont.) 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH AGE GROUP 
24 
Yes No Und. 
3 2 2 
2 4 1 
3 4 0 
3 3 1 
0 6 1 
0 6 1 
4 3 0 
4 2 1 
1 5 1 
4 0 3 
4 0 3 
4 0 3 
2 5 0 
4 3 0 
1 5 1 
2 4 1 
2 4 1 
6. 1 0 
2 5 0 
2 4 1 
0 7 0 
0 7. 0 
4 ~ 0 
3' 2 2 
3 4 0 
3 3 1 
25 
Yes No Und. 
2 
2 
3 
2 
0 
1 
1 
3 
0 
4 
4 
1 
0 
3 
1 
1 
3 
2 
1 
2 
0 
? 
1 
2 
3 
2 
3 0 
3 0 
2 0 
2 1 
5 0 
4 0 
4 0 
1 1 
5 0 
1 0 
0 1 
3 1 
5 0 
2 0 
4 0 
4 0 
2 0 
2 1 . 
3 1 
3 0 
5 0 
3 0 
4 0 
3 0 
2 0 
2 1 
26 
Yes No Und. 
0 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 0 
1 0 
1 0 
0 0 
2 0 
2 0 
2 0 
1 0 
2 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
0 1 
1 0 
2 0 
0 1 
1 0 
0 1 
2 0 
2 0 
2 0 
2 0 
1 0 
1 0 
0 1 
1 0 
27 
Yes No Und. 
0 
1 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
1 1 
1 0 
0 0 
0 0 
2 0 
1 1 
2 0 
0 0 
2 0 
1 0 
1 0 
1 0 
2 0 
2 0 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
0 0 
2 0 
2 0 
2 0 
1 1 
0 1 
1 0 
1 0 
2 0 °' °' 
Quest. 23 
No. Yes No Und. 
27 5 10 2 
28 0 15 2 
29 14 2 1 
30 11 3 3 
31 1 12 4 
32 2 12 3 
33 5 10 2 
34 9 5 3 
35 15 1 1 
36 2 12 3 
37 12 2 3 
38 6 8 3 
( 
TABLE IV (Cont.} 
FREQUENCY OF YES, NO, OR UNDECIDED RESPONSES 
FOR EACH AGE GROUP 
24 25 26 
Yes No Und. Yes No Und. Yes No Und. 
1 5 . 1 3 1 1 1 1 0 
• 
. 
0 6 1 1 4 0 0· 2 0 
6 1 0 5 0 0 2 0 0 
6 0 1 2 2 1 2 0 0 
0 7, 0 0 5 0 0 1 1 
1 6 0 0 5 0 0 2 0 
2 5 0 0 5 0 0 2 0 
3 4 0 4 1 0 1 0 1 
6 1 0 3 2 0 2 0 0 
2 4 1 1 3 1 0 2 0 
7 0 0 2 3 0 0 2 0 
1 5 1 1 4 0 0 1 1 
27 
Yes No 
2 0 
1 1 
2 0 
1 0 
0 1 
0 1 
1 1 
0 2 
1 1 
2 0 
1 0 
1 1 
Und. 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
O' 
'-...J 
CHAPTER VI 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
Summ.arz 
In summarizing this study, the method used to analyze 
the various tables will also be utilized~ This method of 
grouping the questions according to subject area, lends itself 
well for this purpose~ 
In the area of fraternity•university relations, the 
females indicated that the fraternities had the support of 
the administration, whereas, the males indicated the opposite. 
On Table I, question one, the responses for the females were; 
thirty-five "yes", twenty-nine "no", and nine "undecided"~ 
The males responded with: forty-seven "yes", sixty-one "no", 
and eight "undecided 11 ~ By studying tables II, III, IV, the 
reader can observe that in no instance was a very positive 
attitude expressed~ Another point of interest, concerning 
this question, was the large number of "undecided" responses 
shown on Table I~' The males and females then reversed them-
selves in the area of faculty support of fraternities~· On 
Table I, question two, it can be observed that the males 
felt they did have faculty support, whereas, the females did 
not believe this to be true. Tables II, III, and IV, did not 
illustrate a definite positive or negatit:e attitude on this 
issue. Again, as with question one, there were an unusually 
69 
large number of "undecided" responses~ 
Tables I and II best illustrate the negative response to 
the fraternities having university-appointed housemothers• 
In question seven, dealing with this matter, the frequency or: 
response for each year in school was as follows: 
l~ First year members- fourteen "yes", forty-seven "no", 
and six "undecided"~ 
2. Second year members- thirteen "yes", thirty-seven 
"no", and two "undecided"~ 
3~ Third year members- eleven "yes", thirty-seven "no", 
and five "undecided~ 
4~ Fourth year members- one "yes", fourteen "no", and 
one "undecided"~ 
.5~ Fifth year members- one "yes", four ttno", and zero 
"undecided"~ 
The frequency of responses for each year in school was 
as follows: 
l~ Second year students- ten "yes", twenty-one "no", and 
five "undecided"~ 
2. Third year students- twelve "yes", forty-four ''no", 
and three "undecided"~· 
3! Fourth year students- fifteen "yes", sixty-five "no", 
and zero "undecided"• 
4• Fifth year students- three "yes", nine "no", and 
two "undecided"~· 
Questions eighteen and nineteen, on all four charts, indicated 
that the fraternities definitely want to be considered a part 
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the total educational operation of the university, but do not 
want to be subsidized by the university if in financial 
difficulty~ 
The frequency of responses for question twenty-two, dealing 
With whether or not the school should be held responsible for 
the actions of the fraternities, can best be seen in Table III! 
The responses were: 
1. Second year students- nineteen "yes", sixteen "no", 
and one "undecided"! 
2. Third year students- twenty-one "yes", thirty-three 
0 no", and five "undecided"~ 
3~ Fourth year students- thirty-four "yes", thirty-nine 
"no", and seven "undecided". 
4. Fifth year students- two "yes", twelve "no". and zero 
"undecided"~ 
There was a very definite positive opinion, in all groups 
surveyed, that the university should have a Greek advisor to 
assist them with any problems they may encounter~ 
In the area of fraternity housing, the opinion was that 
Eastern should have a "Greek Row"~ On Table I, question three, 
the males indicated a slightly negative opinion, whereas, the 
females were definitely for the suggestion of a "Greek Row"~ 
It was also indicated by all groups, as shown by question four, 
that the fraternities should own the housing if there were to 
be a "Greek Row"! 
'rhe combined responses on Table I, for questions five and 
six, concerning university control of fraternity housing, 
illustrates the very negative opinion the fraternity members 
have toward this suggestion~ 
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As an example of the slight difference of opinion about the 
addition of more Greek organizations to Eastern•s campus, Table 
I, question eight, shows the folloWing responses: 
1. Males- fifty-five "yes", forty-nine "no", and twelve 
"undecided 11 • 
2~ Females-forty-seven "yes", twenty-one "no", and five 
"undecided"~ 
All groups, in answer to question nine, indicated there 
were not too many Greek organizations, at present, on Eastern's 
campus~ 
In responses to the questions dealing With increasing 
membership, questions twenty-three, twenty-four, twenty-five, 
and twenty-six, Table II, best illustrates the present feelings~, 
There was not a definite attitude, about increasing membership 
solving some of the financial worries that many fraternities 
might be facing~ The indication was that fraternities would 
like to be more restrictive in order to improve morale, but that 
larger membership would not mean a loss of brotherhood or 
sisterhood. 
All groups indicated that the fraternities have helped 
the members prepare for a mature, adult life~ Also indicated 
was that the fraternities had succeeded in promoting scholarship, 
even though joining a fraternity was strictly for social purposes. 
(Questions ten, eleven, twelve, and fourteen) 
"Will the doing away of a •:Hell Weekt and the initiating 
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of a •·Help Week• enhance the Greek appeal?" {Question twenty-
seven) The responses to this question were varied and can be 
observed in Table IV, dealing with the age grouping. There was 
neither a strong positive or negative opinion expressed. 
1. Eighteen year olds- two "yes", four "no", and one 
"undecided". 
2. Nineteen year olds- thirteen "yes", seventeen "no", 
two "undecided 11 • 
3. Twenty year olds- eighteen "yes", twenty-four "no", 
and six "undecided". 
4. Twenty-one year olds- twenty-three "yes", seventeen 
"no 11 , and .fill "undecided 11 • 
5. Twenty-two year olds- fourteen "yes", eight 11no 11 , and 
two "undecided"• 
6. Twenty-three year olds- five "yesn, ten "no", and two 
"undecided"• 
7. Twenty-four year olds- one "yes", five 11no 11 , and one 
"undecided"• 
8. Twenty-five year olds- three "yes", one "no", and one 
"undecided 11 • 
9. Twenty-six year olds- one "yes", one "no", and zero 
"undecided". 
10. Twenty-seven year olds- two "yes", zero "no", and 
zero "undecided". 
All groups responded with a positive opinion to question 
thirty-five and thirty-six, that greatest benefits were 
derived from a fraternity while the members were still in college. 
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To the questions on discriminatory practices, (sixteen, 
seventeen, twenty, and twenty-one)all groups responded negatively 
to the belief that the fraternities would erase such membership 
policies. The frequency of responses were just as negative 
toward the proposition that the university intervene and 
enforce a ban on discriminatory practices. This will best be 
illustrated in Table III, question twenty-one, which had the 
following responses: 
1. Second year students- ten °yes 11 , twenty-six 11no 11 , and 
zero "undecided"~ 
2. Third year students- seventeen "yes", thirty-nine 
"no", and three "undecided"~ 
3~ Fourth year students- twelve "yes", sixty~five "no", 
three "undecided". 
4. Fifth year students- zero "yes", thirteen "no", and 
one "undecided". 
As could be eXpected, all groups surveyed indicated by 
their responses to the questions dealing with fraternity-inde-
pendent relations, (question twenty-eight, thirty, and thirty-
one) that the Greeks would continue to carry on the ttraditional 
Greek activities and would not lose their present standing on 
prestige. 
It was implied by all fraternity members surveyed that the 
national chapter should have more control over the local chapter, 
{question thirty-three) and that the alumni should have an 
active voice in the operation of the campus chapter~ 
Conclusion 
This study did serve to indicate that the fraternities 
are scrutinizing their present position and are Willing to 
adjust or change as the situation requires~ 
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Many of the opinions indicated did mt suggest a necessity 
for any great degree of change as far as the fraternities are 
concerned. Realization of financial problems and worries of 
membership growth did indicate that some of the weaker or 
smaller organizations would not survive~ 
As for the matter of discrimination, although it was 
indicated that present practices would not change, the older 
students did respond with a certain amount of indecision which 
seemed to suggest change in this area would be for the better-
ment of the fraternities~ Except in the area of discrimination, 
the opinions obtained did not illustrate that much of the adverse 
criticism fraternities have received applies to Eastern•s 
Greek organizations. 
It should be realized, that if this survey had been conducted 
during another period of the school year, many of the responses 
received may have been different~ This would be especially 
true during Fall Quarter, before Homecoming, or during Winter 
Quarter when rush procedures are in effect, because at these 
times fraternity spirit is at its highest~ At this point, the 
degree of difference can only be theorized. 
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APPENDIX 
APPENDIX 
PLEASE ANSWER ALL THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS. To the left of the 
question, mark a "Y" if the answer is yes, an "N" if the answer 
is no, and a "U" if you are undecided. 
1. Your age 
-------
2. Year in school _________ __ 
J. Length of membership in whatever Greek organization you 
belong ________ ~---
4. Do you believe that the Greek organizations on Eastern•s 
campus have the backing of the administration? 
5. Do you believe that the Greek organizations have the support 
of the faculty? 
6. Should Eastern have a "Greek Row"? 
7. If Eastern were to have a "Greek Row", should the houses 
be owned by the Greeks themselves? 
8. Would you prefer that the university own all Greek Housing? 
9. Do you think the university Will take over all fraternity 
and sorority houses? 
10. Should there be university appointed housemothers? 
11. Do you feel that more Greek organizations should be added 
to Eastern•s campus? 
12. Do you feel that there are too many Greek organizations on 
Eastern•s campus already? 
13. Do you believe that each fraternity and sorority helps its 
members toward personal independence and maturity? 
14. Are the Greek organizations preparing their members for 
an adult life? 
15. Do you feel that the Greek system has succeeded in promoting 
scholarship among its members? 
16. Do you believe that the average college student recognizes 
the positive influence of Greek organizations on Eastern•s 
campus? 
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17. Is the joining of a Greek organization mainly for social 
purposes? 
18. Are the Greek organizations being taken over by a snobbish-
ness that is contrary to the rest of college life? 
19. Do you believe Greek organizations will eliminate dis-
criminatory policies and practices? 
20. Will the Greek organizations voluntarily erase all color 
and religious barriers? 
21. Should the Greek organizations be considered a part of the 
total educational operation of the university? 
22. Should the university subsidize the Greek organizations 
in order to keep them alive? 
23. Does the university have the right to force a Greek 
organization to sever ties with the national fraternity 
or sorority if the local chapter is not complying with 
the university ban on discriminatory membership policies? 
24. Should the university step in and enforce the ban on social 
and religious discrimination? 
25. Should a university be held responsible for the actions 
of the Greek organizations associated with that college? 
26. Will the rising costs of attending college eliminate the 
weaker Greek organizations? 
27. Will the Greeks have to increase their membership in order 
to meet their operating costs? 
28. Will the Greek organizations have to be more restrictive 
in their membership selection in order to emphasize higher 
morale? 
29. Would increased membership cause a loss of brotherhood 
or sisterhood? 
30. Will the doing away of a "Hell" week and the initiating 
of a "Help" week enhance the Greek appeal? 
31. Will Eastern•s Greeks lose whatever sets them apart so 
that they Will not be recognizable among other campus groups? 
32. Should Eastern have a Greek advisor to assist the different 
groups with problems they may have? 
33. If there is a Greek fight for survival Will this pull the 
Greeks closer together? 
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34. Will the independent organizations take over the tradition-
ally Greek activities such as Homecoming, Community projects. 
etc.? 
35. Will the traditionally Greek brotherhood idea be lost 
in modern society? 
36. Should the national chapter have more control over the 
local chapter? 
37. Should the local chapter be more autonomous? 
38. Membership in a Greek organization has its greatest benefits 
while in college? 
39. Greek membership is most advantageous after graduation. 
40. Do you feel that an alumni organization should have a voice 
in the activities of the campus chapter? 
41. Do you believe the Greek way of life is fading on Eastern•s 
campus? 
